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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

Claim 19 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 

form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 19 recites the use of 
an electronic safety deposit system using the method of claim 1 . Claim 19 does not 
further limit any of the method steps of claim 1 and as such is not a proper dependent 
claim. 

Further, claims 9 and 19 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(b), where more than 
one claim may be presented provided they differ substantially from each other and are 
not unduly multiplied. In the instant application, the scope of claim 19 is substantial 
equivalent to the scope of claim 9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1,8-11,13, and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. 2004002471 7 granted to Wells et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , Wells meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"A method of controlling access to electronic information comprising the steps of: 

providing at least one user apparatus; 

a remote server; and 

a communications link between the at least one user apparatus and the remote 

server; 

allocating disk storage space on the remote server unique to the at least one 
user apparatus; 

allowing at least one user access to the storage space via usemame and 
password login to the server and via secure encryption of data sent to or from the user 
apparatus from or to the server;" see paragraphs [0019] and [0030]-[0032] and 

allowing at least one further user access to the data storage space and wherein 
the further users access to the data storage space can be managed by the at least one 
user with regard to times and dates when the at least one further user can write to 
and/or read from the data storage space." see paragraphs [0020], [0026] and Figures 3 
and 8. 

Regarding claim 8, Wells meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"A method of controlling access to electronic information as claimed claim 1 , wherein 
the communications link comprises the Internet. 

Regarding claim 9, Wells meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
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"An electronic safety deposit system or tender box system comprising: 
at least one user apparatus; 
a remote server; 

a communications link between the at least one user apparatus and the remote 
server; 

disk storage space allocated on the remote server unique to the at least one user 
apparatus; 

means for allowing at least one user access to the storage space via username 
and password login and via secure encryption of data sent to or from the user apparatus 
from or to the server; " see paragraphs [0019] and [0030]-[0032] 

means for allowing at least one further user access to the data storage space; 
and means for managing the further users access to the data storage space by the at 
least one user with regard to times and dates when the at least one further user can 
write to and/or read from the data storage space." see paragraphs [0020], [0026] and 
Figures 3 and 8. 

Regarding claim 1 0, Wells meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"A method of providing an account-based Internet/Intranet service which allows an at 
least one account holder to: 

create at least one secure electronic deposit box on a centralised server in which 
box or boxes store documentation in a secure environment; 

manage timeframes for invited participants to access said documentation and/or 
for the invited participants to upload to the centralised server further documentation, 
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wherein the method utilizes a method of controlling access to electronic information as 
claimed in claim 1." see paragraphs [001 9] -[0020], [0025]-[0026], [0037]-[0038] and 
Figures 2, 3 and 8. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Wells meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"A method as claimed in claim 10, wherein the method further allows the at least one 
account holder to track activity relating to each said at least one electronic deposit box." 
see paragraphs [0025] and [0041]. 

Regarding claim 1 3, Wells meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"A programmed computer or server adapted to implement the method of claim 1 ." see 
paragraph [0019]. 

Regarding claim 19, Wells meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"Use of an electronic safety deposit system or tender box system in a method of 
controlling access to electronic information as claimed in claim 1." see paragraphs 
[0019]-[0020], [0026], [0030]-[0032] and Figures 3 and 8. 

Regarding claim 20, Wells meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"A programmed computer or server adapted to implement the method of claim 10." see 
paragraph [0019]. 

Regarding claim 21 , Wells meets the claimed limitations as follows: 
"A programmed computer or server adapted to implement the method of claim 11." see 
paragraph [0019]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-5, 7, 12 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US patent application 2004002471 4 granted to Wells et al and further 
in view of US patent 6,892,300 granted to Carroll et al. 

Regarding claims 2, 3, 4, and 5, Wells discloses everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 1), however Wells fails to teach users using digital certificates during 
secure transactions between the user and the electronic deposit box. Carroll teaches a 
secure method for conducting electronic commerce transactions with vault-based 
applications (safety deposit box) where users are required to present their digital 
certificates to gain access to the vault (see column 4, lines 44-53). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine Carroll's 
secure electronic commerce with vault agents with Wells' electronic safe deposit box for 
the purpose of verifying specific users of the system. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to combine the two to gain the advantage of certifying the 
specific user conducting certain activities within the system (see Carroll; column 2, lines 
26-33). 

Regarding claim 7, Wells discloses everything claimed as applied above (see 
claim 1), however Wells fails to teach any users using digital certificates during secure 
transactions between the user and the electronic deposit box. Carroll teaches a secure 
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method for conducting electronic commerce transactions with vault-based applications 
(safety deposit box) where users are required to present their digital certificates to gain 
access to the vault (see column 4, lines 44-53). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine Carroll's secure electronic 
commerce with vault agents with Wells' electronic safe deposit box for the purpose of 
verifying specific users of the system. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the two to gain the advantage of certifying the specific user 
conducting certain activities within the system (see Carroll; column 2, lines 26-33). 

Regarding claims 12 and 18, Wells discloses everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 9), however Wells fails to teach using digital certificates during secure 
transactions between the user and the electronic deposit box. Carroll teaches a secure 
method for conducting electronic commerce transactions with vault-based applications 
(safety deposit box) where users are required to present their digital certificates to gain 
access to the vault (see column 4, lines 44-53). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine Carroll's secure electronic 
commerce with vault agents with Wells' electronic safe deposit box for the purpose of 
verifying specific users of the system. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the two to gain the advantage of certifying the specific user 
conducting certain activities within the system (see Carroll; column 2, lines 26-33). 

Regarding claim 1 7, Wells as modified discloses everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 2), in addition Wells teaches encrypting transactions using SSL 
technology (see paragraphs [0029 and [0032]). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

A. Rowe (US 20020029339) discloses a method for securely storing data related 
to commercial transactions. 

B. Curtis et al, "Securing the Global, Remote, Mobile User", discloses an 
electronic commerce system that controls authorized access to stored information. 

C. Denning, "Secure Personal Computing in an Insecure Computing Network", 
discloses a system for securely storing data at a central facility or securely transmitting 
data to other networked users. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew B. Smithers whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 3876. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30) EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel L Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2137 



